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Basis of the opinion 
Priority 
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Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43/^/5. Ha)Ci ) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability: citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Ceiiain defects in the international application 
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FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made. Ibis opinion will be considered to be a written opinion of the 
International Preliminary Bxamining Authority ("IPEA") except that this does not apply where the applicant chooses an Authority other 
than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notified the International Bureau under Rule 6i/b.\bis(h\ that written opinions of 
this International Searching Authority will not be so considered. 

If this 0]>in)on is. as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA. the applicant is invited to submit to the IPEA a 
written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of ?• months from the date of mailing of Form 
P(.T/IS A/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, whichever expires later. 

For further options, see Form PCT/IS A/220. 
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AliTlIORlTV 



Inlernaiiona) applicaiion No. 

PCT/EP2004/011154 



Box No. I 



Uasis of this opinion 



J. Wilh resaid to the language Ihis opinion has been ejaablished on Ihc basis of ihc inlernaiiona! application in Ihe language in which it was 
filed, unless otherwise indicated under this iiem. 

I I This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following language 

. which is the language of a Uanslalion furnished for ihe puqjoses of international search (under 

Rule 12.3 and 23.Jtbn. 

*2. Wilh recard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid se(|ucncc disclosed in the international application and necessjuy to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. iy|>? of material 

I I a sequence listing 
[ I lable(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. formal of material 
I I in written formal 
[ [ in computer readable form 

c. lime of filing/furnishing 
I I contained in the international a|)plicafion as filed. 

[ I filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

j ] In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or tablets) relating thereto has been filed or 

furnished, the required statements that Ihe information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the application as 

filed or does not go beyon<l the application as Filed, as appropriate, were fiirnished. 

Additional comments: 
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Box No. II Priority 



The follow tng document has not vel been fm-nished: 



2. 




□ 



copy of the earlier application whose |»-iori(y has been claimed (Rule 43/>/j.l and 66.7(a)). 
translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 4^bisA and 66.7(b)). 



Consequently it has not been |K)ssihle to consider the validity of the prioriiy claim. This opinion ha.s nevertheless been established on 
the assumption that the relevant date in the ckiimed priority dale. 

I I ™s opinion has been established as if no prioriiy had been claimed due to the fad ihat the prioriiy ckiim has been found invalid 
(Rules and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international filing date indicated above i.<; considered to be the 

relevant date. 



X Additional observations, if nccessiuy: 
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WRITTKN OPINION OF THE 
LNTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AliTHORITV 


inlernalional applicaiion No. 

PCT/EP2004 /011154 


Box No. \' 


Reasoned slalenicnt under Rule 43bis.l(ii)(i) with rcuard lonoveliv. 
citulions and ex pi analions supporting such slalcnicnl 


inventive step or industrial applicability; 



Statenienl 

Novelty (N) 



Clai ms 

Claims 1-10 



Inveniive saep ( IS) 



Claims 
Claims 



1-10 



Industrial applicability (lA) Claims 1 — 10 

Claims 



NO 

NO 

\TES 
NO 



2. Citations and explanations: 

1 . Dociiments cited 



Dl : 


WO 


02/2 


8953 


A 


D2: 


EP 


-A-O 


792 


912 


D3: 


EP 


-A-1 


024 


167 


D4 : 


EP 


-A-0 


345 


486 


D5 : 


EP 


-A-0 


592 


942 



2 , Novelty: PCT Article 33(2) 

2 - 1 Claim 2 has been formulated as an independent claim 
which contains, for example, exclusively polyamides a) . 
The subject matter of such a claim would not be supported 
by the description and would not be novel over D1-D3. 
Were claim 2 to be formulated so as to be dependent upon 
claim 1, the objections cited below would nevertheless 
have to be considered. 



2.2 Dl discloses, in tables 1-2, flame-retarded 
polyamide moulding compositions consisting of an 
aliphatic polyamide, a phosphinic acid salt according to 
the application, glass fibres and melamine polyphosphate 
as a heat retardant or flame retardant. According to the 
description of Dl, both pure aliphatic polyamides and 
partly aromatic polyamides or a mixture of these 
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liox N<i. V 



Reasoned slatcnienl under Rule. 43l»is.Ua)(i) wilh regard lo novcltv, invcnlivc step or induslrial applicability: 
citations and explanations supporting such statenicnl 



polyamides can be used. The compositions of Dl have both 
good mechanical properties and good flame retardancy. 
The subject matter of claims 1-10 can thus be described 
from Dl by a single selection from a list of equivalent 
alternatives, specifically by selection of the 
combination of aliphatic and partly aromatic polyamides, 



nd is thus not novel . 



2.3 a) The subject matter of claims 1-10 differs from 

D2-D3 in that partly aromatic polyamides are used. 



b) The subject matter of claims 1-10 differs from D4-D5 
in that phosphinic acid salt flame retardants are used. 



3 . Inventive step: PCT Article 33(3) 

3.1 The subject matter of claims 1-10 is considered to 
be an obvious selection between the alternatives cited in 
Dl and is thus not inventive. 



3.2 a) The examples and comparative examples of the 
application were carried out with different amounts of 
the flame retardant and of the total amount of 
polyamides. Thus, no fair comparison can be carried out 
that might confirm an inventive step. The objective 
problem of the application is thus formulated as the 
provision of further, alternative flame-retarded 
polyamide compositions . 



b) Starting from D2-D3 as the closest prior art, it is 
obvious to solve the abovement ioned problem by adding 
partly aromatic polyamides according to D4-D5. 
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Box N(i. V Reasoned sialcnicnl under Rule 43bis.l(aKi) with re«;ard lo novelly, inventive step or industrial applicability: 

citations and explanations supportins^ such statemeni \ 

c) Furthermore, D4-D5 teach that the addition of partly 
aromatic polyamides in aliphatic polyamide compositions 
leads to an increase in the mechanical properties, 
especially elongation at break (D4) and/or flame 
retardancy (D5) . 

Starting from D2-D3, it is thus obvious to improve the 
mechanical properties of the polyamide compositions by 
the addition of partly aromatic polyamides according to 
D4-D5. 



d) The subject matter of claims 1-10 is not inventive. 

3.3 In order to confirm the inventive step, it would be 
necessary to point out the crucial feature compared to 
the documents cited and state whether an unexpected 
technical effect is associated with it and why this 
different feature is not discernible from the teaching of 
the prior art D1-D5. 

4. The subject matter of claims 1-10 is industrially 
applicable. 
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